second. If it were possible to do this more accurately our limited community resources could be concentrated on those most at risk. Two series of boys are being investigated: (1) A random sample of local boys between their 10th and 13th birthdays who are making a first appearance at the Tower Hamlets juvenile court. It is for these boys that we are attempting to predict future court appearances.
(2) All local boys aged 16 years making at least their fourth appearance at the court. These boys are subject to the same investigation, but we also check, as far as this is possible, whether we would have predicted correctly had we seen them at their first appearance. As we learn more about these boys we hope to modify the factors which we are using and for the younger boys improve the prediction.
Data are collected on five topics covering a range of psychological and sociological factors. In each we are postulating adverse factors, and attempting to define their presence or absence as unambiguously as we can. These adverse factors are drawn mainly from our past experience, current general views and such knowledge as we have on the factors associated with chronic delinquency. We are using comparatively crude indicators which could eventually form the basis of a simple predictive device to be used, for example, by a small team attached to the local court. The five criteria and their related adverse factors are:
(1) The boy: Obvious psychiatric abnormality; or severe emotional disturbance; or officially ascertained educational subnormality.
(2) The family: One or both parents permanently out of the home; or family life chronically disrupted; or another household member previously before the court.
(3) The school: An epidemiological study has demonstrated a wide variation in the delinquency rates of seemingly similar secondary schools as measured by the court appearances against the school population. Table 1 shows a range in the schools of 3-20% of court appearances for boys aged 12-14 averaged in the two years 1961 and 1962.
(4) The delinquent group: A study over three years of officially delinquent groups living in the same neighbourhoods showed that boys who had previously been before the courts were accompanied by others who had not. If a boy comes before a court as a member of a group containing such a 'repeater' this is considered an adverse factor.
(5) The neighbourhood: There is considerable variation in delinquency rates within Tower Hamlets. Special tabulations from the 1961 Census enabled us to calculate rates by enumeration district; for the 300 districts this showed a cumulative range of from 0 to 73 % delinquency over the three-year period 1961-3 inclusive. A frequency distribution showed that a sixth of the enumeration districts had a rate of 30 % or over for the three years and if a boy lived in such an area we considered this an adverse factor. If such adverse factors are present in two or more categories out of the five the prediction is that there will be a further court appearance as a juvenile. The criminal statistics tell us much more about crime than about criminals, but if we consider men over the age of 20 convicted annually for offences against property (larceny and housebreaking, &c.), we find, very broadly, that the total numbers are halved in each successive decade, i.e. 32,000 aged 20-30, 16,000 aged 30-40, 8,000 aged 40-50, 4,000 aged 50-60, 1,500 over 60.
In each decade, roughly the same proportion has previous convictions, 40-45 % are first offenders, 20-25 % have six or more convictions, and the remainder between one and six previous convictions. Out of 65,000 adults convicted of these offences every year, a quarter, some 16,000, have six or more previous convictions, and about an eighth (7,000) eleven or more convictions. To what extent these 7,000 form a 'stage army' coming back to prison each year, or how they retire or are recruited, is still uncertain. Recently, Mr M Silberman interviewed 100 ex-prisoners: by the time we had obtained their previous criminal records six months later, 75 % were back in prison again.
There have been several recent studies, intensive or extensive, of persistent offenders (N Morris 1951 , Taylor 1960 , Hammond & Chayen 1963 , West 1963 , Morris & Morris 1964 . Mr Silberman and I have been making a study of a representative group of 300 prisoners in London on behalf of the Royal London Discharged Prisoners' Aid Society and have been comparing them with 100 ex-prisoners applying for after-care. Over half were recidivists in Pentonville. We were rather surprised to find that less than half came from London and the Home Counties, a third were born in Ireland or Scotland and 20 % came from distant parts of England and Wales. London is a collecting centre for these rootless individuals. Similarly, it was said recently that 90% of drug addicts live in the Metropolitan area. It was also a surprise to find that they came from such large families -31 % had six or more siblings, and 15 % had no less than nine siblings. There were, of course, many adverse features in their background. Only 15-20% are in contact with their wives. We found that 15 % had been in hospitals for the mentally ill or subnormal and West (1963) found that a third of preventive detainees had had serious mental breakdowns and we found that 15% had been or were at the time psychotic. Some 35 % are serious alcoholics, even after excluding those in prison for drunkenness itself. But not all factors are uniformly bad. The distribution of intelligence is normal. West (1963) was able to make home visits to parents and other relatives of his preventive detainees: the homes were classified, fairly objectively, as good, fair, poor and bad: an equal number came from each type of home.
The feature which has most impressed us has been the relationship between personality and the age of onset of the criminal career. All these authors have found that only a minority of adult recidivists have any juvenile convictions, and between a quarter and a third are not first convicted until after 21. Marcus (1960) found on factor-analysing the traits revealed by personality tests in major offenders 'a factor contrasting a positive, outgoing, aggressive and expansive pattern of life with one that is passive, seclusive, inadequate and timorous'. We found, in general, that the aggressive group are those who have juvenile convictions and the inadequates are mainly among the late starters. Similarly, in following up the re-convictions of 200 Borstal boys (aged 17-21) for ten years, we (Gibbens 1963) have had a much heavier re-conviction rate in those assessed originally as helpless, unrealistic, lacking in energy, solitary, submissive, or with weak sex interest. It seems that the aggressive, defiant juvenile in bad home circumstances is most likely to become ajuvenile delinquent: but, as he gets older, these qualities, if not excessive, become relatively valuable and enable him to find a reasonable adjustment as an adult. The more passive youth may avoid trouble until the mother or wife on whom he is dependent dies; but he may then sink more quickly into helpless desocialization. For these latter, some form of prolonged care in hostels or protected workshops will be needed.
